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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kim Mayfield 
37500 Harper Ave. Apt. 202 
Clinton Township, MI 48036 
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Saturday, October 18 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Nielsen 
4748 Hummingbird Trail 
Prior Lake, MN 55372 
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October 17, 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Cornmunicabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NVJ 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m uriling to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broedcas? !lag" technology for d@tal television As a c o m e r  
and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of D n '  

,\ robust, competitive market for consumer elecoonics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for thEir customm n U o u ~  
movle studios to vetc features of DTV-reception equipment a4l enable the studios to tell techndogkb what new products they can 
create T h i s  u4l result in products thet don't necessarily reflect what conswners like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior funcbon&ty 

If the FCC issues 0 broadcast fleg mandate, I would actually be less lilrely to m&e anmvestment in DN-capable receivere and Other 
equipment I u4l no? pay more for devicea that limit my rights at the behebt of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcaat 
techno lo^ for d@td televiaion ThIhanL. you for your h e  

Smcerely, 

Matt Simpson 
4 1 16 Lenox Park Circle 
Atlanta, CIA 303 19 
US.\ 
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October 17, 2C03 

Churman Michael IC Povell 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, YW 
K'a'arhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Povell, 

I am vnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for dgd 
televlsion. As a consumer and U h Z e n ,  I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatton, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of D'iT'. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electrocics must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movle stud~os  to veto featues of DTV-recephon equipment ad1 enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This ad1 result in products that don't neceasanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in n e  bemg charged more money for infenor 
funchondiq. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leas likely to make an inverwnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not  pay more for devlces that limit my nghts at the behest of Hol lpood.  
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgd televlsion. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Nix 
12601 Ben Rogers Ct 
Orlando, FL 32828 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition WIN be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Alexander Baker 
3802 Ave. N 
Galveston, TX 77550 
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October 17, 2003 

Chalrman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of 'loroadcast Tlag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that sucn a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Paul Young 
751 1 Eastcrest Drlve 
Austln TX 78752 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record N to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Bill Lutton 
705 parkview dr 
Fort Collins, CO 80525 
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October 17. 2003 

Chairman Michael I! Povell 
Feder31 Comrniinications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Poaell 

I am writing t o  voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability t o  innovate for their ciistomers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the  studio.^ t o  tell 
technologists vhat new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it cou?d 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FSC issues a broadcast f l a g  mandate I vould act,iially be less likely to 
make an investment. in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I vi11 not pay 
more for devices t,ha.t limit. my rights at. the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
handat-e broadcast flag technology for digital television Tha.nk pail for your time 

Sincerely. 

2ean Louisin 
51 Woodmark. Run 
Gahanna. OH 43230 
USA 

r 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ryan Jones 
333 hunters lane 
Saluda, SC 29138 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cllainnan Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag '' I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transihon relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

DavidDllard 
18811N. 19thAve#3013 
Plioemx, AZ 85027 
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Cctober 17,2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
F e d d  Commucahons Commhsim 
44.5 12th Street, h W  
Washingtun, D C 70554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I em uriting to voice my oppopitin to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technoloey for diejtel television hn a c o m e r  
and cihzen, I feel gtrongiy that ruch 8 pohcy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate ednption of DTV 

h robust, cumpetihve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturere' ability to utnovate forth& cutomere nUCwing 
movie S~IAOS to vetc features of DTV-reception equipment u4l enable the ptudios to tell technobejete what new producto they can 
create T%is will result in products that don? neceesenly reflect what consumers like me ac tudy  want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior function&ty 

If the FCC h u e s  B broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment 1 uiU not pay more for devices that limit my ighb at the behebt of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television 'Ihank you for your time 

Smcerely, 

J MaqnardOelinas 
24 Bowdoin St 
Somen-ille, 14.4 02143 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Friedel 
5230 Esker Drive 
Madison, WI 53704 
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October 17, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of 'jbroadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money 101 Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Joshua Coombs 
291 Brackett St 
Apt #3 
Portland, ME 04102 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Chairman lt4ichael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commissim 
445 12th Street, h W  
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I em anting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tkg technology for &&tal television As 0 c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate sdnption of DTV 

.4 robust, competitive market for consumer electroruce must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to m v a t e  for their cuetomem Allowing 
movle studios to veto features of DTv-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technoloejste what new products they c m  
create This will result in products that don't neceosdy reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bemg 
c h p d  mare money for inferior functionelity 

If the FCC imues B broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be l a #  likely to mate an investment in DTv-capable receivers and other 
equipment I uill not pay more fm device# that limit my ights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadceat flag 
technoloey for diejtd television nanjc you for y o u  time 

Smcerely, 

Nathan Plnmondon 
610 E Gilbert Dr 
Apartment 212 
Tempe, .2z 85281 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast f lag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers of t h e  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transit ion will be far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for yet another  device in m y  living room.  Please do not  
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the  transition by  making us buy special-purpose O n /  
devices that  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a smal l  piece o f  TV and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apar tment .  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility t ha t  I enjoy.  

If t he  m o v e  t o  digital television does not  make the  public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy  new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment.  As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transit ion by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Sean McGrady 
1 Holly Street 
Indiana, PA 15701 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and sphce it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove tlus control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Ruben 
326 St. John Neumann Way 
Philadelphia, PA 19123 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag .'I I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record Tv t o  watch later; clip a small piece of Tv and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment, As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Perkins 
2410 Alan Circle 
Columbia, MO 65202 
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October 17. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael I! Powell 
Federal  Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street .  NW 
Bashington. D 5 20554  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  voice  my oppos i t ion  t o  any FCC-mandated adopt ion of "broadcast  
f l a g "  technology f o r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  As a consumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel 
s t r o n g l y  that ,  such  a p o l i c y  would be bad for  innovat ion.  consumer r i g h t s  and t h e  
u l t i m a t e  adopt ion of DTV 

A r o b u s t .  compet i t ive  market for consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  ~11ust be rooted i n  
maniif a c t i i r e r s '  a b i l i t - y  t o  innovate  for t h e i r  customers Allowing movie s t u d i o s  t o  
ve:o features of DTB-reception equipment. will enable  t h e  s t u d i o s  t o  t e l l  
technologist ,s  vhat new products  they can c r e a t e  T h i s  w i l l  r e s u l t  in products  
t h a t  d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  r e f l e c t  what consiimers l i k e  m e  act . i ial ly want. and it could 
r e s u l t  i n  m e  being charged more money for  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t i o n a l i t y  

If *,he FCC issiies a broadcast  f l a g  mandate I would a c t u a l l y  be less l i k e l y  to 
make an investment. i n  DTV-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equipment I s i l l  not pay 
more f o r  devices  t,hat L i m i t  my r i g h t s  a t  %he  behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandat.e k n a d c a s t  f l a g  technology for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank you f o r  your t i m e  

a i n t e r  e 1 :r . 
Mike Neagle 
6 1 3  Creel Ave 

TJSA 

c 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today‘s 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child‘s football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sin cere ly, 

Susan Kuhlman 
48 Acorn Lake Drive 
Belleville, I L  62221 
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October 17, 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal tdevlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers lllte me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other eqlrlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Patrlck Murphy 
511 W Johnson St R09 
Madlson, WI 53703 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 3 46 01 PM, 10/17/03 5413023099 . 

October 17, 2003 

Chalrmar Michael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng !o volce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal television As a 
conslimer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competltlw market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Th19 will result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what corsumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged nore money for Inferior functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag tecnnology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Jeff Bore 
701 Llmon 
Austln TX 78704 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

C h u m a n  Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street. NTi7 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am mmhng to voice my opposihon :o any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag' technology for di@ 
television. As a consumer and cihren, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, consumez 
nghts, and the ultunate adophon of D n r .  

A robust, compehhve mazket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacmrers' ability to innovate for 
thar  customers. Allouing m o m  seucLos to veto features of DT('-recephon equipment nall enable the stu&os to 
tell technologists what nmv products they can create. This nall result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actuallywant, and it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
funcuonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT('-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I ud l  not pay more for devlces that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Herbert Ked 
2356 Jeffcott St 
Fort !dyers, FL 33301 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washhgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I em ~ n t i n g  to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated arloption of "bioadcaat flag" technolo@ for Qitd television 4 s  a conaumer 
and atken, I feel atron@ly that Buch a policy would be bad for innova60n, consume! nghts, and the ultimate adopticm of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecrronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnov~ate for their customers A.Uowin5 
movie 8mdi0s to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell techologhta what new products they can 
create llus will result in producta that don't neceaaarily reflect what c o n m e r e  like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charped more money for inferior fmctiondi? 

If the FCC issues a broadcaat flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in Dn'-capable receivers and other 
equipment : will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollqwood Please do not mandate broadcaot flag 
technology for diejtd television W you for your h e  

Sincerely, 

John Nelson 
61 12 Deep Creek Dnve 
Prospect, KY 40059 
us4 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Conway 
2339 Valley Grove Drive 
Murfreesboro, TN 37128 
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0ct.ober 17. 2003 

Chairman Michael I! Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street,. NV 
Washington D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am sriting to voice my opposition tn any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innova.tion. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoptian of DTB 

A robust. competit,ive market for consumer electronics must. be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products 
that. don't necessarily reflect what, consumers like me actually tvant. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate I woiild actually be less likely to 
make an investment, in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that Limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 
c 2incerely 

Nathan Isburgh 
5701 5 Yo Pac E x p y  
Apt 2121 
Austin. TX 7 8 7 4 9  
TJSA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my exsting home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the far-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

CynthiaB Cox 
6761 North Jean Ave 
Chicago, IL 60646 


